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 S070250 PEOPLE v. JOHNSON  
 (MICHAEL RAYMOND) 

 Extension of time granted 
 Good cause appearing, and based upon Supervising Deputy Attorney General Lawrence M. 

Daniels’s representation that he anticipates filing the respondent’s brief by July 7, 2009, counsel’s 
request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to December 5, 2008.  After 
that date, only four further extensions totaling about 210 additional days are contemplated. 

 
 
 S075136 PEOPLE v. COVARRUBIAS  

 (DANIEL SANCHEZ) 
 Extension of time granted 
 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s reply brief is extended to December 1, 2008. 
 
 
 S077033 PEOPLE v. DUENAS  

 (ENRIQUE PARRA) 
 Extension of time granted 
 Good cause appearing, and based upon counsel Ronald Turner’s representation that he anticipates 

filing the appellant’s opening brief by December 1, 2008, counsel’s request for an extension of 
time in which to file that brief is granted to December 1, 2008.  After that date, no further 
extension is contemplated. 

 
 
 S081479 PEOPLE v. MOORE  

 (RONALD WAYNE) 
 Extension of time granted 
 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy State Public Defender Arnold A. Erickson’s 

representation that he anticipates filing the appellant’s reply brief by June 1, 2009, counsel’s 
request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to December 2, 2008.  After 
that date, only three further extensions totaling about 180 additional days are contemplated. 
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 S093456 PEOPLE v. THOMAS (ALEX  

 DALE) 
 Extension of time granted 
 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Sharon E. Loughner’s 

representation that she anticipates filing the respondent’s brief by February 28, 2009, counsel’s 
request for an extension of time in which to file that brief is granted to December 1, 2008.  After 
that date, only two further extensions totaling about 90 additional days are contemplated. 

 
 
 S095868 PEOPLE v. DANIELS (DAVID  

 SCOTT) 
 Extension of time granted 
 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to December 2, 2008. 
 
 
 S105857 PEOPLE v. JOHNSON  

 (LUMORD) 
 Extension of time granted 
 On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file 

appellant’s opening brief is extended to December 1, 2008. 
 
 
 S122460 MAURY (ROBERT EDWARD)  

 ON H.C. 
 Extension of time granted 
 Good cause appearing, and based upon Deputy Attorney General Brian R. Means’s representation 

that he anticipates filing the informal response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus by  
October 7, 2008, counsel’s request for an extension of time in which to file that document is 
granted to October 7, 2008.  After that date, no further extension is contemplated. 

 
 
 S166451 PAYNE (MYRON ATRICE) v.  

 S.C. (PEOPLE) 
 The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Second Appellate District, for 

consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.  In the event the Court of 
Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious 
petition must be denied. 
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 S166537 HENNAGAN, JR., (THOMAS  

 L.) v. S.C. (REYSNER) 
 The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Third Appellate District, for 

consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.  In the event the Court of 
Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious 
petition must be denied. 

 
 
 S167052 NETTLES (GARY’ON  

 TRACY) v. S.C. (PEOPLE) 
 The above-entitled matter is transferred to the Court of Appeal, Third Appellate District, for 

consideration in light of Hagan v. Superior Court (1962) 57 Cal.2d 767.  In the event the Court of 
Appeal determines that this petition is substantially identical to a prior petition, the repetitious 
petition must be denied. 

 
  


